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It is believed that no new matter is presented in the amended claims. In particular, 
references to the conventional rules of Blackjack and 21 type games may be found on page 1 of 
the Disclosure as originally filed, reference to a paytable based upon combinations of symbols 
may be found at page 5, lines 9 1 -92, reference to the paytable for the Blackjack game, including 
at least three different payback multiples, the fact that the payback is baaed upon the player's 
total point value, and arrangements of which outcomes pay greater multiples, all may be found in 
Figs 2, 3 and 4. Terms such as "player point total" may he found on page 1 and on page 2, line 
24 of the Disclosure, as may references to the dealer, the dealer's hand, a standard 52-card deck 
of playing cards (page 1 , line 13), 

RESPONSE 



The Examiner has located prior art dealing with video Poker and 21 games having "pay 
tables" and "bonus games". However, the present invention teaches a game in which the 
15 valuation of the player's cards in a 21 game determine die player's pay out, which feature is not 
Shown in die prior art cited to date. In addition, variations on the game mechanics of the present 
invention are also not shown by the prior art to date. 

naim* Rejections Under 35 I JSC Secti o n 102 or 103. Paragraphs 1 thronph 4 of the Office 
20 Action dated Jan. 31 st . 2006. 

The Examiner presently rejects claims 16 and 19 through 34 over UK Patent No. GB 
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2106685 B to Kennedy alone or in the alternative, in combination with the game "Pontoon" 
described in Scame's Encyclopedia of Games. 

The '685 reference to Kennedy teaches a video slot machine which allows reels to match 
in various winning and losing combinations. In one particular combination, the game allows the 
5 player to play a secondary video game (commonly called a "bonus" game in the indusuy), 

apparently including the game "Pontoon". As described by Scame's Encyclopedia, Pontoon is a 
21 or Dlackjack variant in which the player's payout depends upon tbft number of cards the 
player holds. 

However, the claims as presently amended teach a game in which the payout to the player 
10 does not depend upon the number of cards the player holds, nor upon the total pips (points) of the 
cards of the dealer. The present invention teaches a bonus 21 game in which the payout depends 
upon the point total of the player's cards. Thus, Pontoon does not disclose this aspect of the 
present invention, cither alone or in combination with the '685 reference. 

For these reasons, the applicant respectfully urges that claims 1 6 and IV through 34 and 
1 5 claims dependent thereon are in condition for allowance and such actiuu is respectfully 
requested. 

Claims Rejections Updsi 35 1 JSC Sectio n 1 M Pawraph 5 of the Office Action of January 3£ 
2006 



20 



The Examiner presently rejects claims 1 7 and 18 as lacking "non-obviousness" over a 
combination of the '685 reference in view of Webb, US Patent No. 5685774. However, the '774 
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reference teaches a three-card draw poker game on a slot machine rather thati a 2 1 game in which 
the player's pay out is determined by the valuation (points or pips) of the player's cards. Since 
the '685 reference and die Scame's reference also fail to disclose a 21 game pay out based upon 
value of the cards, the applicant respectfully urges that claims 1 7 and 18 are in condition for 
5 immediate allowance and such action is respectfully urged. 

Claims Rejections Under 35 USC Section 103. Paragraph 6 of tbgLQ fSkS Action of January 211 
2006 



1 0 The Examiner presently rejects claim 35 as lacking "non-obviousness" over a 

combination of the <685 reference in view of Miller, US Patent No. 6450500. Hie applicant has 
presently cancelled claim 35, however, a discussion of this issue is NOT moot, as the difference 
between the '500 reference in combination with other references and the present invention's 
claims as presently presented should be clarified. 

15 This *500 reference teaches a 21 game in which the player's payout depends upoiUhe 

dealer's c ard value rather than a 21 game in which the player's pay out is determined by the 
valuation (points or pips) o fthe player's cards. To contrast these two different approaches 
the Examiner is respectfully urged to very carefully consider the table found at columns 3 
and 5 (the same table) of the '500 reference. The column down one side states, "If the player 

20 heats" , which is a phrase deceptively similar to the words "If the player holds'*. However, the top 
of the next column uses the words " DealetXolaT and thus it may be seen that in the '500 
reference, it is the dealer's card totals which matter, not the dealer's cards. 

4 
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Tunning to the present invention, the Disclosure originally filed, at page 16, lines 227 
through 232 states that the game may pay an inordinate return for beating the dealer with a player 
point score of 16, and references Fig. 4. Turning to Figs. 2 through 4, we see the words "HAND" 
"Beat the Dealer with a point score of 16". In other words, the player must hold the point scores 
5 shown (4 through 1 6, 1.6, 17, etc) and beat the dealer, it is not a reference to "beat the dealer's 
hand of 16", 

The F.xaminer is very respectfully urged to review the previous paragraph as the 
difference in terms of the game mechanics is significant, but the description in words may be 
easily confused. 

10 Since the '685 reference, and the '500 reference, and the Scarne's reference as well, all 

fail to disclose a 21 game pay out based upon value of the player's c ards, the applicant 
respectfully urges that all outstanding claims are in condition for immediate allowance and such 
action is respectfully urged. 

15 Claims Rejections Under 35 USC Section 1 12, Paragraphs 7, 8 and 9 of the Office Action of 
January 3 l $t . 2006 

The examiner presently rejects claims 20-23, 26-29 and 33-35 for omitting steps in 
between "activating a game" and "receiving payments based upon point scores". The claims 
presented have been substantially re-written to indicate that cards have point values, the presence 
20 of a dealer and so on. The terms "lower point score" and "higher point score" have been 
substantially clarified. 

For all the foregoing reasons, applicant respectfully urges that the application is now in 

5 
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condition for immediate allowance, and such action is requested. The Examiner is respectfully 
urged to contact applicant's counsel, Craig W. Barber, PO Box 16220, Golden, Colorado, 80402- 
6004, 303-278-9973, fax 303-278-9977, with any questions or comments. 



Stoned; "T*?^*^-, 



Craig W. Barber 
USPTO No. 39,102 
303-278-9973 
PO Box 16220 

10 Golden, Colorado 80402-6004 
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